
STOP 



Early Journal Content on JSTOR, Free to Anyone in the World 

This article is one of nearly 500,000 scholarly works digitized and made freely available to everyone in 
the world by JSTOR. 

Known as the Early Journal Content, this set of works include research articles, news, letters, and other 
writings published in more than 200 of the oldest leading academic journals. The works date from the 
mid-seventeenth to the early twentieth centuries. 

We encourage people to read and share the Early Journal Content openly and to tell others that this 
resource exists. People may post this content online or redistribute in any way for non-commercial 
purposes. 

Read more about Early Journal Content at http://about.jstor.org/participate-jstor/individuals/early- 
journal-content . 



JSTOR is a digital library of academic journals, books, and primary source objects. JSTOR helps people 
discover, use, and build upon a wide range of content through a powerful research and teaching 
platform, and preserves this content for future generations. JSTOR is part of ITHAKA, a not-for-profit 
organization that also includes Ithaka S+R and Portico. For more information about JSTOR, please 
contact support@jstor.org. 



332 THE JOURNAL OF PHILOSOPHY 

occasionally 30 per cent, of the average. Controlled association-time is 
eminently subject to individual differences in experience that can not 
be analyzed out objectively, and introspective evidence has but narrow 
limits of validity. The small number of words which it is possible to 
use as stimuli, and the large constant errors that are introduced if it 
is attempted to repeat them, constitute other grave difficulties. With 
whatever care experimental conditions may be observed, and with what- 
ever fullness results are collated and presented, it does not seem probable 
that under present conditions the problems of controlled association 
offer other than negative results of value to experimental psychology. 

F. L. Wells. 
Columbia University. 

The Argument for Immortality. A. K. Rogers. International Journal 

of Ethics, April, 1905. Pp. 323-338. 

The motive of the article is to emphasize anew the importance of 
the idea of immortality for the moral and religious life in view of recent 
tendencies to assign it a place of but secondary importance. The exact 
meaning of the concept is not determined, the author confining him- 
self wholly to a defense of its validity. No consideration is given to the 
argument from revelation, nor to that from spiritualistic phenomena; 
in the latter case, from the belief that ' the bad company which they keep 
must necessarily affect the reputation of such facts if not their character.' 
The metaphysical argument is recognized as invalidated by the passing 
of the old idea of a soul substance, and the conclusions of science are 
shown to be wholly negative with reference to the idea. The moral argu- 
ment is the only effective one. The older form of this, in which the de- 
mand is made that happiness be proportioned to virtue, does not neces- 
sarily imply the bribe theory of goodness, but only our demand that 
reality recognize our moral judgments. And ' can virtue stand justified 
to our minds, except as it does find that external confirmation which im- 
mortality tries to postulate ? ' But, granted that the ethical life must be 
objectively vindicated, does this imply the stability of the individual 
life, or is the progress of the race sufficient for the purpose? Moral 
values are grounded in the relationship of persons and may be said to 
culminate in love. And ' in its inmost heart love is a relationship which 
does not stop with those universal qualities of a man which make him 
simply an actor in the world history. It clings to the very core of 
individuality itself, and will be satisfied with just this as a living and 
continuous person, whose place no one else can wholly take.' The de- 
mand for immortality is thus not a selfish one, but is the demand that 
the person whom we love be immortal. And, if we express the nature of 
God by love, ' could we really respect a God for whom love, or fellowship, 
meant merely a temporary or passing phase of his experience, whose ob- 
ject was called into existence only to be dismissed again from the scene ? ' 

Norman Wilde. 

University of Minnesota. 



